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G.  Weather  and  Winds  - Aloft  Conditions  at  Time  and  Place  of  Sightings 

1.  Observer(s)  account  of  weather  conditions:  Clear 


2.  Report  from  nearest  AWS  or  U.S,  Weather  Bureau  Office: 
windy  +48°F  at  1400L 


3.  Celling:  Clear 


4.  Visibility:  Unlimited 


5 . Amount  of  cloud  cover: 


6.  Thunderstorms  in  area  and  quadrant  in  which  located: 


7.  Vertical  temperature  gradient: 


N/A 


K . Any  Other  Unusual  Activity  or  Condition: 


None 


I.  Interception  or  Identification  Action  Taken:  None 
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J.  ^ncatlon,  approximate  ani  general  direction  of  flight  of  any  air  tra 

or  balloon  releases  in  the  area  v^hich  might  possibly  account  for  the  sighting- 

Called  in  too  late  to  check  with  FAA/First  Air  Force. 


K.  Position,  title  and  comments  of  the  preparing  officer: 

1st  Lt  Thomas  A,  Knutson,  UFO  Officer 
4713th  Defense  Systems  Evaluation  Squadron 
Stewart  AFB,  New  York 

The  initial  interview  was  by  telephone.  The  pictures  were  received  1 1/2  weeks 
after  the  call.  A second  interview  (personal)  was  conducted  after  receipt  of 
photographs  and  Mr .^d^hlurnished  the  negative.  lAW  Paragraph  12c  of  APR 
80-17,  request  that  the  negative  and  photographs  be  returned  to  Mr.  upon 

completion  of  necessary  studies,  analysis  and  duplication  by  the  Air  Force. 

Mr.  is  married  and  employed  by  his  father.  He  is  quite  interested  in  the 

object  and  has  given  these  pictures  to  the  newspapers.  The  only  thing  that  can 
make  the  sighting  valid  is  the  negative  which  is  enclosed.  Mr.  and  his 

brother  developed  the  photographs . 


L.  Existence  of  physical  evidence,  such  as  materials  and  photographs:  Two 

photographs  and  one  negative . (both  attached) 


m- 


¥ 


4 


I 


* i 


• * -i  c ^or  clil  prio vO^iCipr*. s i.Ok  V 

Photac^r^:  (Tho^  foUowing 


* « « - ^ ^ 
r * ^ ta  ■ * 


XypQ  OT\d  muko  of 


V.  -'Type,  focal  length,  and  make  of  lens: 


71  /A 

.'  * /• 


« * 


f 


Brand  and  type  of  filin 


Shutter  speed  used: 


y u (f  ^/}-aD 

/$Z^  (? 


I 


t- 


Lens  opening  used;  that  is, 


"f"  stop: 


fi 


Filters  used: 


Was 


tripod  or  solid  stand  used:  ^(\0h 


4 

Was  " panning’’  used: 


y^6 


Exact  direction  camera  was  pointing  with  re^atio^to 
• angle  with  respect  to  the  grouna.. 


true  north,  and  its 


/I 

L’  > 


1':  ■ 

k 


^ /? 


'fc,  * 


i 


I'l 


1 .V 


0 


* 7 -y 


s.^ 


^ ^ - yy 


" N /s 

/ 


9 


9.^ 


m- 


'y'yi'i 


r 

f 


.0 


n I 


r1 

/' 


-<-<L 


^ * 


.7 


/y  ^ 


ti'  ^ 


y\ 


* *- 


- i 


y 


i:;c  r-' 


r 


ic 


" . -a 


"^'r* 

/ 


^ 4 

^ 7 -1^' 


/ J 

ri 


.'  , ^ /'■ 


i lJ 


J -'- 


i- 


./ 


4.. 


I 


I 


I.  • 


m 


!-!E;0  for  the 


Kecord!  Jan  67 


Contact  was  made  with  one  of  the  witnesses.  The  brother  of  the 
witness  whotook  th^i|tur^  ^SSome  Sn 

SLk“warustL^lSlSS?tls  used  nor  was  the  «mera  set 
?or1ny  focus  since  all  you  have  to_do_is^to  set-in 

take  a picture# 
f stop. 
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NORTHWESTERN  UNIVERSITY 

liVASSTON,  ILLINOIS  60201 


nL  'ARlMENT  OF  ASTRONOMY 


LINOHHIMER  ASTRONOMICAl.  RESEARCH  CESTHR 
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ro-'iarch  an  1 Aerial  Pher  ot.ianon  DiA''ision 
. / L^^at-Pat  uGraon  Air  Force  Base 


C:'io  45^1-33 


Gii:  Major  H.  Quin  Manilla,  Jr. 


Ha: 


UFO  of  lo  Dace  Mb  or  1966,  Bear  Ml.. 
State  ParVi.  llev?  York.  ilX^aluatad 
originally  as  noax. 


Dear  Major  Quintanilla: 

Cn  re -exaiiii nation,  I find  no  suostantiation  for  the  evaluation  of  hoax, 
particularly  in  view  of  the  photo-analysis  report,  I3o,  67-10,  dated  20  Feb- 
ruary 1967,  which  contains  no  irifcnr.ation  upon  vnicb  a hoax  can  be  haaed. 

Fo  the  contrary,  the  report  states  that  close  exami nation  of  the  negative 
r:us  negated  double  exposure  and/or  retouching.  The  photographs  appear 
pciraine  insofar  as  content  is  concerned,  however,  no  satisfactory  e:cplanation 
of  the  unidei-tif led  chjecu  could  be  made.  The  lack  of  a satisfactory  ex- 
planation of  the  unidentified  object  does  not  constitute  sufficient  reason 
:o  declare  it  a hoax*  Further,  the  inter^.’^iewer  considered  the  witness  to  be 
e "reliable  source." 


Ai'uer  examination  of  the  print  by  ia;;,^self  and  by  Mr.^lHHi|^[||[|||^  of  the 
University  of  Chicago,  v/e  feel  that  the  original  negative  should  be  requested 
-'cr  further  examination,  Mr.  ^ qualified  photo-analyst,  disagrees 

vlun  the  photo  analysis  presented  in  the  report  as  to  the  distance  of  the 
c:)ject.  He  points  out  that  the  depth  of  field  extends  much  farther  than  in- 
dicated in  the  I’eport.  It  will  be  noted,  from  the  print,  that  the  focus  is 
poor  in  the  entire  periphery  of  the  picture  regardless  of  the  distance;  only 
1.,  the  center  of  the  picture  is  the  focus  good,  and  this  good  focus  extends 
essenbially  to  infinity.  Consequently  no  judgment  can  be  made  as  to  the  real 
size  ox’  the  object,  if  triis  juigiiient  is  based  solely  on  the  quality  of  focus. 


■-/  recommendation  is,  therefore,  that  the  evaluation  by  changed  Trcm  hoax  to 
: Identified. 


Sincere ly  yours, 


J.  Allen  Hynck 
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DATE  OF  REPQRT^.9  ^ 


Lake  Tloratl,  Bear  Mountain  State  Park^  New  York 


DATE 


18  December  1966 
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1.  PURPOSE:  This  report  is  In  reply  to  a request  submitted  by  Major  Quintanilla  (TDETR)  to 
determine  the  identity  of  the  object  photographed. 


i 


2,  ANALYSIS:  Examination  of  the  negative  has  negated  double  exposure  and/or  retouching , 
The  photographs  appear  genuine  Insofar  as  content  is  concerned,  however,  no  satisfactory 
explanation  could  be  made  of  the  unidentified  object.  The  object  appears  to  be  circular  in 
planform,  basically  flat  In  cross  section  with  a domed  "superstructure".  The  object  appears 
to  be  situated  beyond  the  foreground  trees.  Indicating  a diameter  In  excess  of  eight  Inches, 
and  the  relative  clarity  indicates  it  to  be  substantially  nearer  than  the  background  trees . 

The  object  could  have  a diameter  as  great  as  two  or  three  feet.  No  attempt  at  "panning"  was 
indicated  as  is  evidenced  by  the  sharpness  of  the  general  scene.  The  object  exhibits  some 
smell  degree  of  blurriness  Indicating  motion,  the  direction  of  which  could  not  be  ascertained 


PHOTO  ANALYSTS  BY: 

DOUGLAS  H.  ROGERS 
Intelligence  Research  Specialist 


APPROVED^  BY: 


WILUAM  L.  TURNER 
Major,  USAF 

Chief,  Photo,,Ajjalysls  Branch 


WILBER  PRICE . JR. 

Chief,  Photo  Exploitation  Division 
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Pear  Mr# 


Reference  your  recent  observation  of  an  unloentifled  flying 
object  (U?0). 

Your  photographs  vere  forvarded  to  experts  for  a comprehensive 
evaluation*  They  found  that  the  object  appeared  to  be  circular^ 
basically  flat  in  cross  section  vith  a doased  "superstructure* ' The 
object  appears  to  be  situated  beyond  the  foregrotuod  trees,  indicating 
a diameter  in  excess  of  eight  Inches;  the  relative  clarity  indicates 
it  to  ce  subatantlally  nearer  than  the  background  trees*  The  object 
could  have  a diameter  as  great  as  tvo  or  three  feet*  The  object 
exhibits  aoBie  nan  degree  of  blurriness  Indicating  laoticm,  the 
directim  of  vhieh  could  not  be  ascertained* 


The  photographs  do  not  substantiate  the  statement  regarding  the 
relative  size  of  the  object  to  be  "very  big.'*  The  object  photographed 
vas  at  a .mxIacBi  of  three  feet  In  diameter* 
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1.  Description  of  Work:  (Include  title  of  unscheduled  tasks.) 


Request  photo  analysis  bo  accomplished  on 
negative  and  two  prints  to  determine  what 
may  be. 


the  attached 
unidentified 


object 


l8  Dec  66 j Bear  Mountain  State  Park,  New  York 

Request  all  material  be  returned  upon  completion  of  analysis. 


2.  FTD  W.O.No 


3.  Monitor 


4.  Phones 

5.  DIA  Task  No. 


6.  b(A  Priority 
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7.  Dote  Needed 


8.  Conseq u a n ce 
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/'J_l  source 

10. Classif  icati  on 
End  Product 
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4603ODC 
UFO  Report 


DEPARTWSNT  OF  THt  AIR  FORCE 

\ lOU *»  > 5 VC  10  A 17  !>Ai'  oaou^  (A3C, 

SnWAKT  Alt  FOflCe  BASS,  N£W  fOtK  I25S0 


1 6 January  1967 


FTD  (AFSC) 


The  attached  report  is  submitted  in  accordance  with  paragraph  8, 
AFR  80-17.  The  delay  in  submitting  this  report  was  co^ed  from 
the  lateness  in  receiving  the  photographs  from  Mr.^^MHiand,  as 
a consequence,  it  v/as  decided  to  attempt  to  obtain  more  detailed 
information  as  to  this  particular  sighting. 


FOR  THE  COMMANDER 


X 


D.  C.  BOYD,  Kt  Col,  USAF 

Chief,  Operations  & Training  Division 
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A,  Description  of  the  Object (s): 

1.  Shape:  Long  object  with  hump  on  its  back. 

2.  Size  compared  to  a know  object:  Unknown  except  very  big.  Kept  shape 

3.  Color:  Goldish  - silver  to  brown. 

4 . Number: , One 

5.  Formation,  if  more  than  one:  N/A 

6.  Any  discernible  features  or  details:  Long  with  hump  on  back. 

7.  Tail,  trail,  or  exhaust,  including  size  of  same  compared  to  size  of  object(s): 
None . 

8.  Sound;  if  heard,  describe  sound:  None 

9.  Other  pertinent  or  unusual  features:  No  wings  - flat. 


B.  Description  of  Course  of  Object(s): 

1 . What  first  called  the  attention  of  observer (s)  to  the  object(s);  Unknown, 
observer  just  looked  up  and  saw  it. 

2.  Angle  or  elevation  and  azimuth  of  object(s)  when  first  observed:  45° 

moving  Northeast. 

3.  Angle  or  elevation  and  azimuth  of  object(s)  upon  disappearance:  45°  angle. 
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4.  Description  of  flight  path  and  maneuvers  of  object(s):  it  appeared  to  v/jb’  ’*- 

5.  How  did  the  object (s)  disappear:  Went  over  and  behind  fire  tower  located 

on  a 1320  foot  hill. 

*n 

6.  How  long  (were)  the  object(s)  visible:  five  to  seven  seconds. 

C.  Manner  of  Observation: 

^ • Ground  - visual 

2.  Optical  Aids:  Camera , Included  are  two  pictures  and  a negative. 

3 . N/A 

D.  Time  and  Date  of  Sighting: 

I 

1.  Zulu  time -date  group  of  sighting;  2140Z,  18  December  1966, 

2.  Light  conditions:  Dusk, 

E.  Location  of  Observer(s);  On  shore  of  Lake  Tiorati,  Bear  Mountain  State  Park, 

New  York  On  the  East  end  of  lake  looking  West. 

F.  Identifying  Information  on  Observer (s): 

1 . Military  or  Civilian:  Civilian 

2 . Name: 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6 . 

2 

•/ 
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Age:  23 

Mailing  Address:  c/o 


Occupation:  Labor  Foreman 


Bronx,  NY  10465 


Estimate  of  Reliability:  I consider  Mr 


reliable  soiree. 
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